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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: RCE filed 12/23/04 to tlie 
application filed on 7/8/99, which Is a national stage entry of PCT/SG98/00096 
International Filing Date 1 1/27/98. 

2. Claims 2, 4,17, 19, 32, 34, 49, 55, 59, 65. 69, and 75 are canceled. 

3. Claims 1 , 3, 5-16, 18, 20-31 , 33, 35-48, 50-54, 56-58, 60-64, 66-68, 70-74, 76-84 
are pending in the case. Claims 1,16, 31, 46, 56, 66. 76, 79. 82 are independent 
claims. 

4. The rejections of claims 55, 76-84 under 35 USC 1 1 2, second paragraph, have 
been withdrawn in view of the cancellation of claim 55 and the amendment of claims 76- 
84. 

5. The rejections of claims 1 , 5-10, 13-16, 20-25. 28-31 . 35-40. 43-45 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LaJoie in view of Tuttle have been withdrawn 
in view of the amendment of these claims. 

6. The rejections of claims 76-84 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Neel in view of Tuttle have been withdrawn in view of the amendment of these 
claims. 

7. The rejections of claims 52-54, 62-64, 72-74 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaJoie in view of Tuttle have been withdrawn in view of the 
amendment of these claims. 
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8. The rejections of claims 3, 1 8. 33, 50, 60, 70 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaJoie in view of Tuttle and further in view of Gupta have been 
withdrawn in view of the amendment of these claims. 

9. The rejections of claims 11-12, 26-27, 41-42, 48. 51, 58, 61. 68, 71 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LaJoie in view of Tuttle and further in view of 
Neel and Angles have been withdrawn in view of the amendment of these claims. 

10. It is requested that Applicants indicate the cancellation of claim 69 in the claim 
list. Applicants stated that claim 69 was canceled "Cancel claims 2, 17, 32, 49, 59, and 
69 and amend the remaining claims" (Amendment filed 8/29/03. page 2). However, 
claim 69 is still in the claim list as "currently amended" (Amendment filed 12/23/04, page 
1 5), It is noted that the improper existence of claim 69 was addressed in the advisory 
office action but there has been no change in the claim list. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
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directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

1 2. Claims 1 . 5-1 0, 1 3-1 6. 20-25, 28-31 , 35-40. 43-45 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by LaJoie et al. (US Pat No. 6,049,333. 4/1 1/00. filed 

9/3/96). 

Regarding independent claim 1 and its dependent claim 6, LaJoie discloses: 

- providing time-sequence data (col 1, lines 5-12, 46-55: video is provided via 
telecasting where it was well known that the programs on television are time- 
sequence data) 

- separately providing supplemental information, action, or both, from said time- 
sequence data (col 2, line 61 to col 3, line 3: data used to construct the event 
database is from data providers transmitted to the telecasting facility through 
suitable network link wherein said data is separate from the video data telecasted 
from the telecasting facility) 

- content-linking said supplemental information, action, or both, with said time- 
sequence data during the playback of said time-sequence data (col 2, lines 18- 
36: "presenting on a television, information contained in an event database, 
wherein the displayed information pertains to televised events"; col 10, lines 30- 
54: the event whose content related to the video content telecasting is generated 
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and displayed to user; col 3, lines 38-43: "simultaneously presenting video 
content and information from the event database on the viewer's television when 
the viewer requests information from the event database"; the fact that the video 
being presented to users, and the related information, which is considered 
equivalent to the supplemental information, are displayed to users inherently 
shows the content-linking the supplemental information to the video, which is the 
time-sequence data during the playback of the video; figures 6-8: the scores or 
the player stats in banner 94, which are supplemental information related to the 
video content, which is the football game displayed in video content region 92, 
shows the content-linking of supplemental information and the time-sequence 
data) 

- said supplemental information, action or both is provided in a content-driven 
manner based on the content of said time-sequence data during playback of said 
time-sequence data (col 3, lines 30-46: "simultaneously presenting video 
content, e.g., a conventional television program, and information from the 
database on the viewer's television when the viewer requests information from 
the event database. For example, the event database information may be 
displayed as a banner in the lower portion of the television screen, while the 
video content continues to play in the upper portion of the screen"; figures 6-8: 
the scores or the player stats in banner 94, which are supplemental information 
related to the video content, which is the football game displayed in video content 
region 92, shows that the supplemental information is provided in a content- 
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driven manner on the content of the time-sequence data since the scores and the 
player stats are based on the content of the football game) 

Regarding claim 5, which is dependent on claim 4, LaJoie discloses that said 
supplemental information is linked with said time-sequence data dependent upon on- 
the-fly analysis of the content of said time-sequence data during playback of said time- 
sequence data (col 10, lines 44-54: the event database banner is automatically 
generated w ith the information from the event database that pertains to the television 
program to which the viewer tuned shows linking between the information in the banner 
the content of the television program; this also shows the on-the-fly analysis of the 
content of the time-sequence data since the football game, which is the time-sequence 
data should be analyzed right after the viewer tuned to render the related scores of the 
game as well as the stats of the players of the game). 

Regarding claims 7-9, which are dependent on claim 1, LaJoie discloses: 

- said time-sequence data is provided by broadcast via a network (col 1 , lines 5-12 
and col 2, lines 1-40: video of TV programs is broadcast over the TV network) 

- said supplemental information is provided remotely via a network (col 2, lines 61- 
67: the fact that the telecasting facility obtains data used to construct the event 
database from various data providers through a conventional link, a satellite or a 
suitable network link shows that said event information is provided remotely via a 
network) 
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Regarding claim 10, which is dependent on claim 1 , LaJoie discloses that said 
supplemental information includes a displayed prompt with which a user can interact by 
user input (figure 9: the football theater includes icon #1 14 that allows a user to interact 
by inputting a user's selection, for example, war stories). 

Claims 16, 20-25 are for an apparatus of method claims 1 , 5-10, and therefore are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 31 , 35-40 are for a computer program product of method claims 1 . 5-10, and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 13. which is dependent on claim 1, LaJoie discloses said time- 
sequence data and said supplemental information are linked by a link means (col 2. 
lines 18-16: the fact that the displayed information pertains the televised events shows 
the linking between the video televised and the displayed information and so suggests a 
link means for performing the linking function; col 3, lines 30-38: "the set-op terminal 
used in connection with the present invention is capable of simultaneously presenting 
video content and information from the event database on the viewer's television ..."). 

Regarding claim 14. which is dependent on claim 13, LaJoie discloses that two or more 
of said link means, said time-sequence data, and said supplemental information, action, 
or both, are initially co-located at their source (col 2, line 61 to col 3, line 7: the event 
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database is transmitted to the set-op terminal along with the video content suggests that 
the event database and the video may be co-located at their source). 

Regarding claim 15, which is dependent on claim 13, LaJoie discloses that two or more 
of said link means, said time-sequence data, and said supplemental information, action, 
or both, are initially remotely located at one or more source locations (col 2, lines 61-67: 
the fact that the event database which includes information displayed in conjunction with 
the displayed video is from various data providers that provide data to the telecasting 
facility through a conventional modem link, a satellite or a suitable network link shows 
that the event information and the video data are remotely located at different locations). . 

Claims 28-30 are for an apparatus of method claims 13-15, and therefore are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

Claims 43-45 are for a computer program product of method claims 13-15, and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

13. Claims 76-84 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Neel 
et al. (US Pat No. 5,838,314, 11/17/98, filed 2/21/96). 

Regarding independent claim 76, Neel discloses: 
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- delivering said animation, audio, and/or video data for presentation (abstract; col 
5, lines 15-30; col 17, lines 45-50) 

- delivering a separate advertisement related to said animation, audio and/or video 
data (abstract; col 5, lines 15-30) 

- providing an advertisement control link for linking said separate advertisement 
with said animation, audio, and/or video data (col 5, lines 15-30; the fact that the 
related advertisement and the video are presented to users inherently shows that 
a content-linking is performed) 

- presenting for a user said advertisement in a content-driven manner during 
presentation of said animation, audio, and/or video data dependent upon said 
advertisement control link (col 5, lines 15-30) 

Regarding claim 77, which is dependent on claim 76, Neel discloses that said 
advertisement is capable of connecting a user with a remote location via a network by 
user interaction with said advertisement (col 12, lines 47-67; col 19, lines 13-27). 



Regarding claim 78, which is dependent on claim 77. Neel discloses the step of vending 
a product or service by means of electronic commerce or contacting a call center 
dependent upon said advertisement (col 19, lines 13-35: the interactive advertisement is 
used to purchase a service or a product where the user can call the front desk for 
assistance or the process of the product payment). 
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Claims 79-81 are for an apparatus of method claims 76-78, and are rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claims 82-84 are for a computer program product of method claims 76-78, and are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

15. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

__were_made_absent-any_evidence-to-the-contrary.-Applicant-isadvised-of-the obligation — 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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16. Claims 46-47, 56-57, 66-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaJoie et al. (US Pat No. 6.049,333, 4/1 1/00. filed 9/3/96) in view of 
Tuttle (US Pat No. 6,108.001 . 8/22/00. filed 5/21/93). 

Regarding independent claim 46, and its dependent claim 47, LaJoie discloses: 

- delivering said at least one of animation, audio, and video data for presentation 
to said user (col 2. lines 17-40 and col 3, lines 30-46: a user watches televised 
video) 

- providing said value-added content being separate from said at least one of 
animation, audio and video data (col 2, line 61 to col 3, line 3: data used to 
construct the event database, considered as value-added content, is from data 
providers transmitted to the telecasting facility through suitable network link 
wherein said data is separate from the video data telecasted from the telecasting 
facility) 

- providing linking means, separate from said at least one of animation, audio, and 
video data, for content-linking said value-added content with said at least one of 
animation, audio, and video data in a content-driven and on-the-fly manner prior 
presentation of said at least one of animation, audio, and video data and said 
value-added content (col 2, lines 18-36: "presenting on a television, information 
contained in an event database, wherein the displayed information pertains to 
televised events"; col 10, lines 30-54: the event whose content related to the 
video content telecasting is generated and displayed to user; col 3, lines 4-7: 
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"the telecasting facility preferably includes computer systems that assemble data 
from one or more data providers to construct the event database, and transmit 
the event database to set-op terminal along with the video content] the fact that 
the video being presented to users and the related information, which is 
considered equivalent to the value-added content, are displayed to users 
inherently shows the content-linking between these two data; figures 6-8: the 
scores or the player stats in banner 94, which are supplemental information 
related to the video content, which is the football game displayed in video content 
region 92, shows the content-linking of supplemental information and the time- 
sequence data) 

- presenting for said user said at least one of animation, audio, and video data and 
said value-added content (col 2, lines 18-36: "presenting on a television, 
information contained in an event database, wherein the displayed information 
pertains to televised events"; col 10, lines 30-54: the event whose content related 
to the video content telecasting is generated and displayed to user; col 3, lines 
38-43: "simultaneously presenting video content and information from the event 
database on the viewer's television when the viewer requests information from 
the event database"; figures 6-8: the football game is displayed in video content 
region 92, and the scores or the player stats of the football game, which are 
equivalent to value-added content of the video, are displayed in banner 94) 
LaJoie does not explicitly disclose that said time-sequence data is provided during a 
defined time interval, said supplemental information, action or both is limited within said 
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time sequence data in a sub-interval of the defined time interval of said time sequence 
data, said sub-interval liaving a determined start time and stop time within the time 
interval of said time-sequence data. 

Instead LaJoie discloses simultaneously presenting video content, e.g., a conventional 
television program, and information from the database on the viewer's television when 
the viewer requests information from the event database. For example, the event 
database information may be displayed as a banner in the lower portion of the television 
screen, while the video content continues to play in the upper portion of the screen (col 
3, lines 30-46). 

Tuttle discloses a time interval for presenting the successive stories in the sequence 
(abstract, col 1 , lines 41-56) where it was well known that the time interval provides the 
amount of time between two successive stories in the sequence based on the start 
times of the two successive stories, and where it was obvious that the start time of the 
second story can be also the stop time of the first story in the sequence data. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Tuttle into LaJoie since Tuttle teaches the time interval for 
presenting the successive stories in the sequence providing the advantage of applying 
the time interval in presenting video content of the television programs in LaJoie. The 
fact that a time interval is defined for the successive stories in the sequence data 
suggests that the time interval can be divided into the sub-intervals for smaller units in 
the sequence. Furthermore, since it was well known that a time interval of the 
successive stories provides the amount of time between the two successive stories in 
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the sequence based on the start times of the two successive stories, the start times of 
the two successive elements in the sub-interval be inherently provided. In other words, 
it is suggested that the start time and the stop time of the sub-interval be included for 
the supplemental information provided to and limited in the sequence data. 

Claims 56-57 are for an apparatus of method claims 46-47, and therefore are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

Claims 66-67 are for a computer program product of method claims 46-47, and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

17. Claims 52-54. 62-64. 72-74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaJoie et al. (US Pat No. 6.049,333, 4/1 1/00, filed 9/3/96). 

Regarding claim 52, which is dependent on claim 46, LaJoie does not explicitly disclose 
that said value-added content includes a set of instructions for performing operations on 
a local apparatus or a remote apparatus linked with said local apparatus by a network. 
Instead LaJoie discloses that the event information includes an icon that allows a user 
to select from the menu (figure 9: the football theater includes icon #1 14 that allows a 
user to interact by inputting a user's selection, namely, war stories). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have modified LaJoie to include "said value-added content ... by a 
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network" since the icon #114 allows a user to peri'orm the select operation on the local 
apparatus, which is the TV. 

Regarding claim 53, which is dependent on claim 47, LaJoie does not explicitly disclose 
that said value-added content is presented separately in a device for reproducing said 
at least one of animation, audio and video data. 

Instead LaJoie discloses constructing a desired event database from data providers is 
performed separately before transmitted to the set-op terminal along with the video 
content (col 2, line 61 to col 3, line 7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have modified LaJoie to include the feature "said value-added content is 
presented separately in a device ..." since the fact that the event database is . 
constructed separately from the video data suggests that the event information, which is 
equivalent to the value-added content, be presented separately in a device for any 
reproducing functions as desired. 



Regarding claim 54, which is dependent on claim 47, LaJoie discloses that said value- 
added content is presented in or on said at least one of animation, audio and video data 
in a device for reproducing said at least one of animation, audio and video data (col 2, 
lines 18-36: "presenting on a television, information contained in an event database, 
wherein the displayed information pertains to televised events"; col 10, lines 30-54: the 
event whose content related to the video content telecasting is generated and displayed 
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to user; col 3, lines 38-43: " simultaneously presenting video content and information 
from the event database on the viewer's television when the viewer requests 
information from the event database"). 

Claims 62-64 are for an apparatus of method claims 52-54, and are rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claims 72-74 are for a computer program product of method claims 52-54. and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

18. Claims 3, 18, 33, 50, 60, 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaJoie as applied to claims 1, 16, 31, 46, 56 above, and further in 
view of Gupta et al. (US Pat No. 6,484,156, 1 1/19/02, filed 1 1/15/99, priority filed 
9/15/98). 



Regarding claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, LaJoie discloses that said 
supplemental information is linked with said time-sequence data (col 2, lines 16-38) but 
LaJoie does not disclose that said linking is done by annotation information associated 
with said time-sequence data. 

Gupta discloses the association of an annotation with the current media stream being 
presented to the user (figure 9; col 12, lines 20-33). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Gupta into LaJoie to enhance the display of the video of 
LaJoie with the annotation data for conveying more data to users while telecasting 
video. 

Claim 18 is for an apparatus of method claim 3, and therefore is rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 33 is for a computer program product of method claim 3, and therefore is rejected 
under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 50, which is dependent on claim 46, LaJoie discloses that the value- 
added content is linked with the video data (col 2, lines 16-38: the event information 
pertains the video content televised to viewers ) but LaJoie does not disclose that said 
linking is done by annotation information associated with said time-sequence data. 
Gupta discloses the association of an annotation with the current media stream being 
presented to the user (figure 9; col 12, lines 20-33). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Gupta into LaJoie to enhance the display of the video of 
LaJoie with the annotation data for conveying more useful data to users while 
telecasting video. 
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Claims 60 and 70 are for an apparatus and a computer program product of method 
claim 50, and are rejected under the same rationale. 

19. Claims 11-12, 26-27, 41-42, 48, 51, 58, 61. 68, 71 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LaJoie as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Neel et al. (US Pat No. 5,838,314, 1 1/17/98, filed 2/21/96) and Angles 
et al. (US Pat No. 5,933,811, 8/3/99, filed 8/20/96). 

Regarding claims 11-12, LaJoie does not disclose that said supplemental information 
includes a link to a remote location, wherein said link is a universal resource locator 
(URL). 

Neel provides users the ability of watching video and a related advertisement (col 4, 
lines 1-30; col 5, lines 15-30). However, Neel does not disclose that said advertisement 
includes a link to a remote location, wherein said link is a universal resource locator 
(URL). 

Angles discloses that the advertisement delivered to users can contain hyperlinks to 
other information for customers who wish to obtain additional information about an 
advertised product (col 4, lines 6-16; col 15, lines 43-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Neel and Angles into LaJoie for the following reason. 
Neel provides the feature of watching video and the related advertisement wherein the 
related advertisement is considered equivalent to supplemental information of the 
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televised video (as in LaJoie). Angles provides the feature of containing hyperlinks in 
the advertisements delivered to users wherein said hyperlinks are URLs that link to 
remotes locations. The combination of Nee! and Angles into LaJoie would enhance the 
convenience for users to watch video and further obtain more information of a related 
product advertisement concurrently. 

Claims 26-27 are for an apparatus of method claims 11-12, and therefore are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

Claims 41-42 are for a computer program product of method claims 11-12. and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claims 48 and 51 , which are dependent on claim 46, LaJoie does not 
disclose that the value-added content is an advertisement and includes a universal 
resource locator (URL). 

As mentioned in claims 11-12 above, Neel provides users the ability of watching video 
and a related advertisement (col 4, lines 1-30; col 5, lines 15-30). However, Neel does 
not disclose that said advertisement includes a link to a remote location, wherein said 
link is a universal resource locator (URL). 

Angles discloses that the advertisement delivered to users can contain hyperlinks to 
other information for customers who wish to obtain additional information about an 
advertised product (col 4, lines 6-16; coM5, lines 43-55). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Neel and Angles into LaJoie for the following reason. 
Neel provides the feature of watching video and the related advertisement, which is 
equivalent to the supplement information to the televised video in LaJoie. Angles 
discloses hyperlinks in the advertisements delivered to users wherein said hyperlinks 
are URLs that link to remotes locations. The combination of Neel and Angles into 
LaJoie would enhance the convenience for users to watch video and further obtain 
more information of a related product advertisement concurrently since the 
advertisement which relates to the content of the video being presented to a viewer is 
considered equivalent to the value-added content related to the video data. 

Claims 58, 61 are for an apparatus of method claims 48, 51 , and therefore are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

Claims 68, 71 are for a computer program product of method claims 48, 51 , and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 3-16, 18-31, 33-48, 50-54, 56-58, 
60-64, 66-68, 70-74, 76-84 have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 
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Applicants argue that LaJoie does not disclose the feature of "content-linking said 
supplemental information, action, or both, with said time-sequence data during playback 
of said time-sequence data" included in independent claim 1 as amended since feature 
of "the event data base pertains to the televised program" in LaJoie does not teach such 
a content-linking and no disclosure or suggestion anywhere found in LaJoie that would 
support that "pertains" discloses a content-link for content-driven presentation 
(Remarks, pages 21-22). 
Examiner respectfully disagrees, 
LaJoie discloses 

- "presenting on a television, information contained in an event database, wherein 
f^e displayed information pertains to televised events" (col 2, lines 18-36) 

- "presenting on a television, information contained in an event database, wherein 
the displayed information pertains to televised events and the system and 
method tune automatically, at the viewer's request, to an event for which 
information is being displayed" (col 2, lines 18-36) 

As admitted by Applicants, the term "pertains" would suggest that the information from 
the event database is somehow relevant io the televised program (Remarks, page 22). 
This clearly shows that the content of the information is relevant the content of the 
televised program. In other words, a content-linking of the supplemental information 
with the time-sequence data during the playback of the time-sequence data is 
performed. 
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In addition, in LaJoie, the the football game in the video content region 93 and the 
related scores or the player stats in the event database banner 94 where the televised 
program displayed in the video content 92 is equivalent to the time-sequence data 
during playback of said time-sequence data and the information in the banner 94 is 
equivalent to the supplemental information, (fiqures 6-8, and col 10. lines 30-54) clearly 
shows the claimed content-linking. This feature further indicates that the scores and the 
player stats are provided in a content-driven manner based on the content of the time- 
sequence data, which is the content of the football game. 
Therefore, LaJoie discloses the argued feature. 

Conclusion 

21 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Yagawa et al. (US Pat No. 6,857,131 B1, 2/15/05, filed 12/23/97). 
Okamura et al. (US Pat No. 6,701,524 B1, 3/2/04, filed 5/30/97). 
Zigmond et al. (US Pat No. 6,698,020 B1. 2/24/04, filed 6/15/98). 
Yuen et al. (US Pat No. 6,687,906 81, 2/3/04, filed 12/19/97). 
Mizutome (US Pat No. 6,310,651 B1, 10/30/01, filed 3/7/96). 
Alexander (US Pat No. 6.239,796 B1. 5/29/01. filed 6/9/98). 

« 

Lemelson et al. (US Pat No. 6.847,336 B1. 1/25/05, filed 10/2/96). 
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22. Any inquiry concerning this comnnunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cong-Lac Huynh whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4125. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8:30-6:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-4125. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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